ATTACHMENT 2

ASSET MANAGEMEMT
COMSTRUCTION

May 11, 2009

Ordinance Committee

City of Santa Barbara

PO Box 1990

Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1890

RE: Non-Residential Construction Projects Regulations (Measure E)
Gentlemen:

While | believe it is reasonable for the City Council to extend Measure E until it decides
upon actions to be taken on PlanSB, | hope the City will decide to review the economic
impacts of PlanSB along with the environmental impacts.

There is a tendency for all of us to take the economy for granted until something like the
current recession rolls around, when we realize that a healthy economy can't be taken
for granted. Deservedly or not, Santa Barbara does not have a reputation of being a
business-friendly community. [f it chooses to continue its current policies, it should
understand the economic impacts as well as the environmental impacts so that it can
make informed decisions.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely yours,
ey
- r/‘;.,ﬁ,.'. e
MICHAEL TOWBES
/bjr

cc.  Santa Barbara City Council
Planning Division/Community Development Department
Santa Barbara City Planning Commission
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Statement 1o Ciry of Santa Barbara Ocdinance Committec on 3-12-09

Subject: Zoning Ordinance Amendment for Measure L Repulations

' Commue Thaah. speaking for the Santa Barbara League of Women Voters,
The League i working w0 understand the ramifications of the information about Measure 1

N I ST S

eetitlemenis that emerged during the recent appeul v the El Eacanto project. How s 1t possible E

for awners to have a right to fully develop one site for residential, and then sell that same sguare é

footage 1o another sue'™ This Transter ol Existing Development Rights is unbelievable double- g

dipping, and W threatens Santa Barbara with a huge overload of commerciat development. 1§ i

Muasare L is what mukes thus kind of entiticneent possible, then Measure I must be chanped i
during this renewal ;!
i

For months the Planmng Commission has been diseussing ways to it luture commereal %
development so that we can improve our jobs/housing imbalanes This poliey totally invahidates ,%
those etturs The remaming commercial from over-developed sites like Chapala One and Pasco )
Chapala alone would agam overwhelm this balance | he League is familiar with the Yanonali G
condonnium project which rezoned a waterfront ares site from light industrial 1o mised use. :};
That was immediately a great financial boon 10 the owner  That was inizresting becavse 1 was 3
purely a residential project. but they put a very smal! cortier store in to Tustify their mixed wpse E
designation We do not see how they can have anv furiher rights to transfer from this sile.
!

Since the subject of today's meeting 15 the renewal o) Measure E, we ask the City 1w detarmine 3;

why this mterpretation. whieh has recently emerged. allows doubling of development righis The #
I eapic worked 10 pass Measure T+ and we have uppreciated the execllent effeet it bas had on city iq
planming. In pussimg tis measure, the public intent was to control the amount of comsmereal %

development being permitted, and we think we should make sure now 1o returm o the onginal
intent of Measure F
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